60              THE ARIAN CONTROVERSY.
from heaven, and likened it to that of Judas.     Only Athanasius relates it with reserve and dignity.
Upon * the whole, Constantino had done Ms best for peace by leaving matters in an uneasy suspense which policy of satisfied neither party. This seems the Constantino. ^QB^ explanation of his wavering. He had not turned Arian, for there is no sign that he ever allowed the decisions of Nicasa to be openly rejected inside the churches. Athanasius was not exiled for heresy, for there was no question of heresy in the case. The quarrel was ostensibly one of orthodox bishops, for Eusebius had signed the Nicene creed as well as Athanasius. Constantine's action seems to have been determined by Asiatic feeling. Had lie believed the charge of delaying the corn-ships, he would have executed Athanasius at once. His conduct does not look like a real explosion of rage. The merits of the case were not easy to find out, but the quarrel between Athanasius and the Asiatic bishops was a nuisance, so he sent him out of the way as a troublesome person. The Asiatics were not all of them either Arians or intriguers. It was not always furtive sympathy with heresy which led them to regret the heresiarclvs expulsion for doctrines which he disavowed; neither was it always partizanship which could not see the innocence of Athanasius. Constantino's vacillation is natural if his policy was to seek for unity by letting the bishops guide him.